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INTRODUCTION. 


L 


. In the Introduction, may, I think, with propriety, be stated particular facts, 
in regard to myself and my contrast that have induced me to prepare and pub- 

A" 

ILsh this Antidote to the poison of Flurry in Professor Behalf's publications. 

, 

Previously to the Professor's arrival in this country; Rev. Dr. Wolff o! Easton, 
Penn., came to my house at two different times. The object of his visits was, 
by representing the favorable aspect of the German Reformed Church, to which 
he bclortged, in regard to evangelical religion correct church order, to 
solicit aid in their poverty. His representations induced me to promise to take 
the application into consideration. 

A letter, dated Sept. C, 1844, from the Cor. Sec. of the u Diagnothian Lit- 
erary Society” of Marshall College, Mercersburg, Pa., was revived, informing 
me that I had been unanimously elected an Honorary Member of the Society ; 

and .of the efforts made for the erection of s Hall for the use of the Society* 

% 

I sent the young gentlemen ten dollars ; and on the receipt of a second letter 
in 1846, ten dollars more. • * 

Doctor Wolff wrote a long letter, dated Easton, Oct. 24, 1344 ; in 
which he reminded me of TiW promise “to consider the claims of the Institu- 
tions at Me rce reburg.” < He represented the College as doing well, with a large 
fund subscribed for its endowment ; the students increasing in number® and 
animated with a noble spirit the faculty as -able and efficient, of one aeart 
and mind. Of Dr. Nevin and Df. Schaff, he spoke in high terms. Wi. 
to help on the cause of truth and evangelical piety, I was induced, by t 
representations, to send a draft on State Bank, N, B. for $50, to be appti 
io the salary of Dr. Schaff In a letter, dated Jan. 9, 1845, Dr, V/. acknowl- 
edged, with thanks, the receipt of the draft, on the evening before. 

Having read Dr. SchafPs Essay, in which be divulged hie erroneous views, 

on the receipt of another letter from Mercereburg, I replied to this effect/* Young . 

■ 

gentlemen, I fear you are under the Conduct of bad leaders” Here terminated 
all correspondence with Mercersburg. 

* In the “ Biblical Repertory and Princeton Review, for October 1852, was 
published an able article, entitled, u Remarks on the History, Structure, and 
Theories of the Apostles' Creed as a reply to articles in the “ Mercersburg 
Review.” ’ 

. To the writer of the above article, I suggested how easily that most errone- 
ous passage in SchafPs Essay, on pp. 137, 138, might be answered. He 
seemed unwilling" to undertake it. I, therefore, determined to break off from 
my course of study, and engage in preparing for publication “ a contrast be- 
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■tween ^.erroneous assertion, of Professor Schaff and .he teaUrnony ofCreJi'- 
ble Ecclesiastical Historians, See” * ■ • . ' - 

fo Wr T Uken 10 drCUln,e lhe CotUrast ‘he German Re*. 

• 12 Z T Wh0m Iwns -quainted.as eo^g frQm the 

- ' About the time of the pibficatTon of SehafTs'history, ir^a^fntimated to 
_ ™ e * that *°“e one had told a wealthy and liberal geolleraijn of New York that 

•* * U ‘ thP ^° ntrast W03 not Dr - Schaff’s ; and When the' question’ was 

proposed to the gemleman, whom I afterwards met at Princeton ; whether sTch 

* Te ? j reaentatl0n had *** made to him, he answered in the affirmative I Z 

""" Of .h, p,™ »U„ , ob „ c J Io yW*. 

were to cast his eye over the firBtpage'of the Contrast he wotiM h* •• • , , 

• r&sr ,o ^ and added > 1 wii1 « ^ CJirr rt 

. object of this gross misrepresentation may be easil 7 discern^ u «w, ‘ , 

t of the gentleman/. • * ^ ? one who 

“ •“? ^<*-w 

» N,»-ro,k, Monday, I p,„k„ d Hojy” .‘A”'",""' 

8tfite of Christianity during the firnt three hnndreTanTtwInTT'”"" ° f ** 

^ 9 *Xtm^J£22£S* “V 16 "' 1 " 

could not 7 neeitate'to purcha^ ^ ^ il8 a PP earan ce, I 

- Looking among my papers, and finding I hod written noo , , 
ago, a number of pages against.ihe claims of the Romish ChurchY Z Z" 

ZlTiTJZz VZZZ ? *-* 1 : 

• rg**? * •> i *31 £2 "■ *• 

The pldn for preparing this Antidote' is: 

tract that fonnTd ‘the b^i tof ^ToltrL! hiSt0Fi ° a ' ^ E *‘ 

C d £££ 1 t ,he 

parions ; and PP ° f l,fr “bounded and ami-christian usur> 

S^S,o^^ d ifnot dercVemenr of ^ 

*fJ^^fe®?W«rfAlhi H1 yw„ tetotb . ft;. . . 
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CHAPTER I. 


4 • • 

The false' darns of Prof Schaff in favor of the Papacy , in the 
Middle Ayes , exposed, .. 

Having carefully examined the English' translation of Prof, 

* _ • 

Schaff’s history, I proceed t now -to expose the poison of Popery ap- 
parent in his published vievrs^ of history, since* his residence in. this 

country. ' • ’ ; * 

Let the reader, however, remember what is stated, in the Intro- - 

duciion, that I am writing, not an extended review of his history, 

but only what may he comprised in a pamphlet. 

/ilie culling of flowers of rhetoric, beauties of style- and senti- 
ments, to be found in his history, I leave to others. My aim is at 
a more important object. I wish to guard such against a fatal sting 
that may he concealed in those flowers ; and to beware lest, while • 
they admire beauties of style, or even 'beauties of sentiment, they 
drink in the poison of Popery, 

In exposing his views in the history, frequent occasions may 
offer to refer to my contrast and as I intend to write remarks, 
which, in preparing it, were purposely avoided, in order to confront 
■.his erroneous assertions, not with my assertions, but with the testi- „ 
mony.of credible historians ; the extract from his Essay shall be 
reprinted here, forjlhe accommodation of readers who do not possess 
a copy of the contrast. Tins' will be done the more readily, that 
- Prof. Schaff ’s own published views in his history, may be seen in * 

a clearer light to be entirely opposite. 

$ 

■ v . “TITLE, 

• • 

“Tins PaiKcirtfi of Pjcotestantisk as related to the Preset Sxaib of 
IU CRUKcn, by Philip Sour, Ph. D., Prefer:, of Church History, end 

Biblical Literature in the Theological Seminary of the Ger. Ref. Chtsrc . 

V • ' ■ ' • ’ 


% f 




* * ' 4 ' • 

'The pamphlet was translated from the German, with an Introduction, by 

John W. Nevin, D. D. ' , . ' 

Whpnthei writer of the Contrast read this pamphlet, severnl years ago, he 
marked with double pencil lines in the margin, a long paragraph, on pp. ]37 
and 138. It surprised him that such a paragraph should be published by Pro- 
fessor Schaf, and be endorsed by Professor Nevin ; betfh professing to be Prot- - 
estajtts.. The paragraph is this ; 

'‘ Catholicism, particularly iu its medieval Romatio-Gcrmanic period, carried 
wnh it, if wc put out of view its monastic institutions, a very distinct sense of 
. the nihil humani a me olienum puto as just described. ’ It is this precisely which 
renders the Middle Ages so grand and venerable, that religion in this period 
appears the all-moving, all-ruling force, the pentre around which a|i moral Strug, 
gles and triumphs, all thought, poetry and action, arc found to revolve All ' 

• sciences, and philosophy itself, the science of the sciences, were handmaids to 

• theology, which based itself on the principle of Augustine, Fidts praecedit in- 
tcUectum. Before the pope, as the head and representative of Christendom all ' 
states bowed themselves with reverent homage'; and even the German emperor 
himself could not feel secure in' his place, save as formally acknowledged bv 
the chief bishop of the Church. Fringes and people arose at his bidding for- 
sook country and friends, submitted to the most' severe privations, to kneel at 
the Saviour’s tomb and water it with thankful tears. According to the reigning 
idea, the Slate stood related to the Church like the moon to the sun, from which 
it borrows all it* light. ’All forms of life, all national manners, were suiTused 
with magic interest from the unseen world. The holy sacraments ran like 
threads of gold through the whole texture of life, in all i w relations, from in- 

rT 7 1° it?' dlfkr8m ° rt3 VieJ " i,h ^ olher ’ in fhe of the 

Church The most magnifeent and beautiful buildings of the period, are the 

cathedrals ; those gl ant stone bowers, with their countless turrets, storming , ht . 
heavens and bearing the sou! on h.gb, and their mysterious devotional gloom 

d r es> ,,!e auihore ^ ^ - comp 

Lord, The richest painting were madonnas and hnorcs of the * 

duced by a Fax Beato Ansxuco nx Fmsoi.s, a F.T2^l . 

PX ViNct a PpHcomo, a Rapuael, and a Micnxm, Angelo. It ’was feluS 
the foirest among the sons of men, and the connections in which he stood m^ 
famish the most worthy material for the pencil. The most lofty and impressive 
mustc, a^ording to Old Testament example, resounded in the 

bnae , Ld r;^;; ptTt;: Mr! s: r D s Irains 1 , ° ? r Lord ° nd hia 
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• • 

wisdom of the age, as occupied with eternity itself and all its dread realities. 

Truly a great time, and for one who is prepared to understand it, fraught with ■ 
the richest spiritual interest. He that has no heart for the excellencies of thi» - 
period; the- beauty that- Wongs to the Middle Ages, must be wanting in genuine 

' culture, or at least in all right historical feeling.” r 

• % 9 

■ * .Does this contain historical truth? Was religion in such a de- 

sirable and flourishing state during the middle a C /es ? Did true 
scriptural knowledge so prevail in the .Church, and bring forth such 
rich fruits in the lives of professing Christians, as this statement im- 
ports? Was the government of tie Church in relation to civil 

government, as it ought to he; and did it accord with the views 

and instructions of the great Founder and Head o.f the Church, ^ 

' our Lokd Jesus Cubist? 

So affirm Professors Schaf and Nevis. 

Now we do not intend to set up our affirmation in opposition to 
their affirmation. We merely design to set their confident statement 
' in contrast with the testimony of credible and faithful eccle- 

4 

m 

SJASTICAL- HISTORIANS. ■ ■ 

As the author of the contrast adhered to his plan, as stated 
above, he will now take the -liberty of making a few remarks on this 
singular extract from tho publication of Dr. Chaff’s views in 1845. 
But before I make tho remarks, it is important to know the 

character of the man with whom we have to deal. , '' 


OWTl 


~~ “ V 

J. A. Alexander of Princeton. ' . _ A 

In a note (p. 132) ho quotes from an article - writ en by Dr. A, 

in -the, “Biblical Repertory and Princeton Review,’ for January 

l84 This noU; and the remarks we have to offer, will disclose Dr. S.’s 
character, men the reader has carefully examined Ins quotation 

he will please to answer this question : What imp^on £■£ 

r ,,' Professor design to make on tho mind of his readers I 

Bee. he not »-»!. end intend, they fed* believe hi, view, end .be 
V “ Hnl he'’. queteta, .hi, — i-P— 

• •« * • » j* ^ /I a f n n 4 A n 


have been prevented, end hi, intention defeated. 


pamphlet 


V* 


I 


• m 

strain me, or I should willingly transcribe the whole of a paragraph 

of which, in his quotation, he has not given two lines. I W n a t 
the ninth line. _* 

“ E7en ^'e positive, 'dogmatical authoritative tone, which some- 
times verges upon flippancy, may serve by rendering the composi- 
tion more piquant, to make it moro effective. Whether any gobd 
is likely to result, among intelligent and cultivated readers, from the 
author’s habit of pronouncing 7 just as confidently where he is im- 

as where . he understands his subjects, from his 
supercillious representations of English and American Theology as 
wholly unproductive, or from the compassionate disdain with which 
he- looks down upon all who are not of the High Dutch breed and 
breeding— is a question which we leavo to bo decided by himself.? 

■ In the next paragraph, Dr. A. writes thus-: 

“In some directions we are'not prepared to take a step with him • 

m others we can go as far as he can; for example, in maintaining 

the importance of Historical Theology, as well for its -conservative 

as its progressive influence. We hol$ as thoroughly as he can, the 

necessity of knowing what has been before us, in-order to fulfill our 
own vocation.” * ' 

f. 


# 

close of the same paragra 


The changes rung upon this term 


seem 


reason 


for rejecting any real discovery which happens to bo baptized by 
this familiar name : but when we look moro narrowly at Dr. Schaf’s 
principles, apart from the accompanying metaphors, they strike us 
very much hke old acquaintances in masquerade, or we may even 


German tailor 


American travellers, fresh 


Thwe paragraphs Dr. S. doubtless read, and read with 
ant feelings. Here we see his character drawn by his own 
the pen of one who had reifi his publications, and the 


the pen of one who had re$ his publications; and the wri’ti^ 
many a German author. * 6 

And what leason should be taken from it? Clearly this : Not 


assertion 


believe a thing to be true, merely because" he aii 


I 


to demand proof — to scrutinize what he writes, —and to set him in 
opposition to himself, when he pens contradictory statements in the 
same volume : and to beware of his principles, disguised in masquer- 

N . 

arfe, lest, on examination, they bo found to be stremyers, and not 
old acquaintances. 

The utility of this rule will frequently appear. in this pamphlet 
It is no conjecture. I know what will follow’. 1 It is written already. 
A new’ order is now being made ; together with such improvement 
as may be suggested by a review. 

The writer is now prepared to make liis intended remarks on the 
very singular extract, recited above, written by the pen of one call- 

ing hiiqself a Protestant ! x * 

In this Extract, with one exception, (monastic institutions,) the 
state of the Roman Catholic Church, in the Middle Ages, when it 


corrupt 




by a professed Protes tan t / * 

‘ Pqtcal, a Roman Catholic, would not have written what this Prot-. 

estant blushed not to write. 

The Bishops and Priests of France, before the revdutibn, would 


have stigmatized 
Gallican liberty. 


They 


• The all-grasping ambition of the Roman Pontiffs is justified i 
4i Before the Pope, as the head and representative of Christen- 
dom, all states bowed themselves with reverent homage.” This is 

7 • 

admired by him, although utterly inconsistent with the gospel rule ! 

“ And oven the German emperor himself could not feel hiniself 
secure in his place, save as formally acknowledged by the chief 
bishop of .the church !” -And why ? because the emperor knew the 
holv bishop would excite his subjects to rebellion, if he did not do 
homage to this humble representative of Peter, “ the fisherman of 

Galileo!” ' ■ 

AH this was beautiful in the eyes of Prof. Schaff! And if the 
Pope could induce the U. S. A. thus to abase tliemsrlVes to papal 
powers, would not this bo a sight alike beautiful in the eyes of one 

who could pen the above extract ! 

11 According to the reigning idea, the state stood related to thu 

Church like the moon to the sun, from which it borrowed all its 
light!” . 




10 


> 

Men enlightened by the word and Spirit of God, look through 
eyes very different from the eyes of Sehaff. They regard the Rom- 
. ah church m the Middle Ages, as a dismal opaki body, intercepting 

heltTd f wr aUn ° f i , « Lteousness 5 «>* “ ^ prevent his light and 
UiT^h Z l S T° fr ° m rCal ' hing tLo church and 

and^M ' 6 f 1 , 056 ^ d ° n ^ t0 darfm <*8 .and ignorance 

and coldness, andWnness ; to render them more submissive and 
v phant to her domineering will, e and 

« TJ f° W tJ>fi idcH t0 thk Professor, when he wrote 

The cathedral, — visited never by the light of , f 

but only by mystic irradiations poured through stained g^F 

Ah I if the sun could look into those OithodraU “h 

■h - o/tt 

z* h r»‘ “ “ j "» “ r is 

‘ bomj nations. of tho Romish Church ; which rLp in 
^and second precept of the decalogue, has set up ZhT house" ; 

interests. He that has no heart r . nc 19st s P intUal 

the beauty that belongs to the \rn u° T* CDCles . of tiis period, 

geauipo culture, or a, iesfit'in all rigU * ^ 

'zz °iT? ddk *»»»«» 

and error everywhere 'prevailed withTT' antJ " chn8t,an >~ , g T1 oranee 
h-centiousnessllrtL and pl’. tbeir ^ accompanying vices and 

from above, or truly religious. ’ nfluenced V motives 

lendies and beauties of the Middled \ ° ti C ° D81Sted !ie e ^? el : 
*»» tbeZ of troth Z ^ ^ by error, 

a mind captivated by tho lovT of y !ts delu *l°««* But by 

sanctifying influence of tho Spirit of *“ d UI,dcr the '' 

beauty, in the Middle Ages can be Lu T t "°-n f 9XcelIencic * 8,ld 
gust from this vain attempt of a * aWfl ' V with dis - 

1 T* 60 dchlded « to believe the Iw is 


¥ 


* 


4 h ■ 


r 


n 

\ ‘ “ 

entitled to occupy tlio exalted position as head of Christendom, 

m S • 

which ho claims, — that tho Church, ought to control tho State, — 
and that tho superstitious and idolatrous worship offered by Roman- 
ists, in their magnificent Cathedrals, is true and acceptable worship ; 
that a man so deluded, might by the aid of a vivid imagination, see 
and admire the excellencies and* beauty cf the Middle Ages, is no{ * 


• * 


surprising. . 

But that a professing Protestant, who knows the Popes to be 
usurpers, and -admits tho Romish Church, to bo corrupt in many 
doctrines and- practices, should in tho relative condition of the 
Church and State as here described, and in the worship offered in 
Cathedrals and “ their mysterious devotional gloom see, and ad- 
mire excellencies aud beauty, and describe them, in glowing terms, 

« * m 

that oilier Protestants may see and admire them ; is what I cannot 

• * 

reconcilo with truth and honesty. 

■ * if 

Crossing tho Niagara river, in 1828, just below the falls, with n 
lady, in a small boat, \ bade her see the beauty and grandeur the 
falls. Apprehensive of danger, she exclaimed, “ Don't talk to me 
about beauty and grandeur how 

A mind smitten with tho love of truth and duty, while- recol- 
lecting the abominations of Papacy, and the corrupt and idolatrous 
worship of tho Romish Church, during the “Middle Ages/ 1 will 
turn away from the falso description of beauty and excellencies, 
which the pen of Sehaff has attempted to throw around thfeni, to 
beguilo tho ignorant and unwary, with disgust and loathing . 

The Doctor has read the story of the devils and tho swine. 

* * 

(Math. viii. 20-34.) Art and design appear evident in the request 
of tho devils. 

Their design was, by destroying tho swine in tho boa, to operate 
on the depravity, of tho inhabitants of a city ; to. prejudice their 
minds against Jesus, and thus prevent their listening to his heav- 
en] v instructions. » 

a* 

Their plan succeeded. The whole , city being informed of all 
that had happened, “ came out to meet Jesus : and Vhen 4 they saw 
him, tliey besought him that he would depart out of their coasts. 1 
He complied with their request. As these foolish inhabitants of 
the city loved gain more than godliness, the Redeemer, who .knew 


' 


9 + m 9 


4 

9 

nLS? tlleir , Il ' art "’ “ WeU 43 th0 «***«• of the devil* • wa8 

^Z]^ 0 IT" 6 Ule WOrld ^ of ‘ tbe desires of their’ own - 

earts, and to reap the consequences of their own 'sinful - 

requ^t, nod preference of earthly to heavenly things. 

Will the doctor tty, by his vivid imagination and glowing rheto 

“ te “ l *•*«. lor,. forUiia ,d- 

,h * "” t f <•» ««»., Pro w. 


CHAPTER H. 


argument 


Primacy 


Romanists contend that Peter was the t * 
r 7“ " « «!» Apostolic College AP °* I<!> 

Ihat Jesus Christ promised to h„;u ‘ . • 

-church ; against which the gates 0 f hell shall “ h ‘ m ’ <h<5 ***’ h ' 9 

That to him wfm 

S' zs.* K:r 

b r.„pp^ ; “ (1 th ° 


honored 


occasions 


selected with James T^Ki i 

imtain fowi't™*. t. ^ ^d cocduc 

’ * our R ^eemer 5 s tmnsfiguratii 


was not more highly honored tb an r 

»ere witnesses of th/ wonderful Jfua ^ ^ Joh 

7? '! 0n l erfy •ceoe, and heart 




*vii. 1~8.) 


testimony 


($ee Matt. 


i 


t 


ia 


2. Jesus selected Peter, and the two sons of Zebedee; to witness 
liia agony in the garden of Oethsornane. In this lionor James and 
John shared equally with Peter. But, on this occasion, Peter brought 
on himself especially a rebuke for sleeping. All indeed were crim- 
inals for sleeping, while their Master was overwhelmed with unutter- 
able and mysterious agony ; so that- his soul was exceedingly 
sorrowful, even unto death. Had they felt that fervent love for 
Jesus which they ought to have felt-, they would have watched one 


hour. The disciples when wai 
be offended because of me this 


warned by their Mas^r ;’ 11 
his night Peter replied, 44 


All ye shall 
Though all 
3 offenled 


men should be offended because of thee, yet will I never be offended 

m 

And when told that he would deny him thrice, he confidently affirmed , 

41 Though I should dio with thee, yet will I not deny thee. . Like- 
wise said all the disciples.” ’ 

Hence, when Jesus rebuked his three disciples for Bleeping, ho 
singled out Peter, saying : “ Peter, what could ye not watch with : 

mo one hour 1” Matt. xxvi. 31-46. , 

•r 

On these two occasions, it is manifest, tliat Peter had no preem- 
inence in honor above his fellow disciples. 

• 4 % 

Peter was naturally warm, ardent, and zealous ; but the Warmth • 
of , his feelings, betrayed him sometimes into serious faults, .and’ Bnco 
brought on him a severe rebuke from his Master. “ From tliat time 
forth began Jesus to shew unto his disciples how that he must go 
unto Jerusalem, and suffer many tilings of the ciders, and chief 
priests, and scribes, and be tilled, and' be raised again the third 

day.” . ' 

u Then Peter took him, and began to rebuke him, saying, Be it 

far^from thee Lord : This shall not bo unto thee.” What imperti- 
nence 1 What opposition to the appointment -of infinite wisdom ! 
No blind attachment to his MasteT could excuse such improper 
boldness. What followed ? “ But ho turned, and said unto Peter, 
Get thee behind me, Satan : t|pu art an offence to mo ; for thou 
fcavouresfc not of the things that bo of God, but of the things that be 
of men ” M&fcL xvi, 21-23. 

How humiliating the rebuke 1 • , . 

This rebuke was followed by a statement^ of the terms of dia- 
cipleship) and tbe glorious reward that awaited the faithful disciples.' 

(vs. 24—28.) . J 




14 


Agmn : *«ow faulty ll.o conduct of Peter, the night i„ which our 

blessed Redeemer m»- betrayed and apprehended ? Peter drew his 

sH-ord, and without waiting for an answer to tho question, “ J^rd 

• shall wo smite with tho sword ? Smote tho high priest’s servant’ 

and cut off las right oar."— “But Jesus touched his car; and healed 
him. (Luke xxn, 49-51. John xvili, 10.) * 

On that dreadful night all his disciples forsook him and fled • 

ris so,cmn • ^ to 1,0 * 

John soon recovered his courage, and followed the Rand who 

conducted the Redeemer to the palace of the high priest -’and' " 

although - known to tho high priest, boldly went in with Jesus into’ 
tho palace ot tho high priest.” . 

Knowing that P.tot ™ at (ho Joor, J„ h „ w0 „, n 

• Tho atrf.,1 that follow^, „ ,, ogling to 1> C ,„ ,, hom 

Kotnamata and thoac who ,y,„pad,izo .in U*,„fp rotond to S 
Pnnco of the Apostles, i* wo] 1 . known. 

Thrive Petor denied Ids uufterinx? Maxtor • firof - , ui i 

d«k„^ «i k „„ w „ ot „ M Z S;; 111 ' 0 

* *o«d, ‘ he denied his Master with an T V T’ '° 

»an (verso 70 t j,: rd , , th ' 1 (I ° not know the 

Jesus, ho began to curse and to swear savim? 7 kn T ° ° f 

And immediately the cock crew. (“ veiae 14 ) 

“And the Lord turned, and looked upon Peter,” . 

sssi r L h r; of t : 

unto Mm Before the cock crow, thou shalt "** 

Behold in thi, degraded, though 

rf •* » »■> ZXZ - 

rr? ££ * 

. > 0 benefit and consolation of tho 


# 


\ 15 

» , • • 

• . # 

. •• % 

Church. After Peter, penitent, and restored, and forgiven, had fin - 
ished his course, and gone, with a crown of martyrdom to heaven ; 

revelations (that imprint on Rome , on her forehead,- tho indelible 

• • 

and infamous’ stigma, recorded where it cannot be obliterated,) were 
given to John. (Rev. xvii. 5, 16.) 

Compare Peter and John, in tegard to love to Jesus, courage, 
and faithfulness in 'the sendee of their Master. Who should be- 
esteemed first J % 

*But Jesus would have no prince among his apostles, to exercise 
authority over them. (See Mark x, 42-45.) • , 

Let us 'now examine tho first argument by which Romanists en- 
deavour to establish the princely authority of Peter. 

They bring forward this portion of the word of God : 

-“When Jesus came into 'the coasts of Cesarea Philippi, he 
asked his disciples, saying, Whom do men say that I the Son of 

man am f * ' 

“And they said, Some say that thou art John die Baptist; 

some, Elias; and others, Jeremiah, or one of tho prophets. 

“ Ho eaitli unto them, But whom, say yo that lam? ' 

“And Simon Peter answered and said, Thou art tho Christ, 

the Son of the living God. 

“And Jesus answered and said unto him, Blessed art thou, 
Simon. Bar-iona ! for flesh and blood hath not revealed it unto thee,* 


but my Father which is in heaven. 

“ And I say unto thee, that thou art Peter, and upon this rock 
t will build my church ; and tho gates of liell shall not prevail 

f 

against it. 

“ And I will give u'nto thee tho keys of tho kingdom of heaven ; 
and whatsoever thou shalt bind on earth, shall bo bound in heaven ; 
and whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth, shall bo loosed ia beaten. 

(Matt* xvi. 13-19.) 

“This passage we distribute into three divisions ; and shall con- 
sider 

% 

i 

First, the, confession of Petor ; 

Second , Tho promise relating to the building of tho church ; 
Third) the power of the keys of the kingdom of heaven. : - 


t 


ft 

I. We shall consider Peter’s confession. 

• Ifc was _ a noble confession. It came from above. He spate '• 
under the inspiration of Gpd. • 

But alas ! bow ignorant was Ons prince of the apostles, as Ro- 
manists, not understanding the Scriptures, foolishly call him I 

' Let it be distinctly remarked, It is immediately after' recorded 
. !" <hlS cha P ter > that p eter acted so impertinently, and with such 

ignorance of the desig^ of the Saviour’s incarnation and mission 
mto the world ; a design on which his heart had been so set from 

the beginning, (Pa. *1. 7. Heb. *. 9,) as to bring upon him from his 

. indulgent Master that severe indignant rebuke and reproachful 

name : Get thee behind mo'Salan ; thou art an offence unto me ” • 

(vs. 22-23.) ' • 

. , ThlS COnfe&s,on bad > a P ar or more before, been made by Peter 

m the name * of his fellow disciples, although one proved'to bo a 
traitor. * 

“Then said Jesus to the twelve, Will ye also go away? Then 
Simon Peter answered him, Lord, to whom shall we. go ? thou hast 

the words of eternal life, : . b 

“And m believe and are sure, that thou art that Christ, the Son 
of the living God. (John vi, 07-70.) 

of if;" “ ade a likC Confe8sion > at the very commencement 
of the Reijeemer s mm,!^ ; and it stands recorded to his honor, by 

of 1° ^ Ch t aptCr ° f hi8 g ° Spcl ; “ Rabb! > thou a rt the Son 
of God; thou art tfco king of Israel.” (Chap. i. 49.) 

Indeed wo are taught by John, that it was the privilege and the 

:ZZ1 T b f kVeKt0 W thQ fundamental "truth co" 
tamed m this great confess.on ; « The word was made flesh, and dwelt 

among us (and we beheld his glory the rrlnn, n , , 
gotten of tho Father,) full of grace and truth.” (v. 14.) ^ ^ ? 

From the above induction of recorded facts, it is manifest Peter 

all" T’"*’ 

interesting and all-important confession. 

■n. Wo aro ,0 cooler tho it Utl . whra & ' 

- — • - . 
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‘ 
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* 

‘ * 

That our Master intended by these words to teach us, that hit 

church* was indestructible, and would be sustained to the end of 

time, it is unnecessary to go ‘into a a argument to prove. 

It has already been preserved, more than eighteen hundred 

years against assaults of every kind, by Jews and Gentiles, and 

preserved through persecution in every fonn^ by. -imprisonment, by 

the sword, and by fire. Her members have been deprived of their 

frnrvd a shut un in filth v dungeons! * driven into the wilderness, or 


V 

By pretended followers of Christ, they have been dragooned 
into their corrupt faith, or banished, in multitudes, from their native 
country ; they have been deprived of the Sacred Scriptures, which 
Jesus Christ commanded them to search, that they might find eter- 
nal life. . • ‘ ■ - 

Pagan Romo has passed away, and Papal Romo is tottering on 

• * • m ^ 

its base. - - 

Still tho Church of Christ lives, and will live, through whatever 

- .1 •« • v 


draws 


•» , 

and she enters on her milkman rest, . . 

But what did our Saviour mean? when he sai- 

Peter, and on this rock I will build my church ” > 
Here was doubtless a reference to what is written. 


Thou 


Andrew 


addressed 


of Jona: thou shalt be called Cephas, which is by interpretation, A 

» ft • 

# 


stone." 


address to Peter, when he made 
the church was to be built ■ on 


Peter , the rock 1 So say Papists. 


have 1 ; shown that Peter had be- 


this made the same confession, in behalf of his fellow disciples* 
that Nathanael had made the same confession, two years be- 


fore. 


ascertain out Master’s true meaning, 


discover it, by the apostolic rule ; comparing Scripture 


fur? * 


* 


* 
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Hear 


God, Behold, I lay in 
i precious corner sione y 


belie veth shall not make haste. 


?j ■» 


Hear 


ejected 


the Lord’^ doing ; it is marvellous in our eyes.” 

He^r Paul: [1 Cor. iii. 10, 11 :] “Asa wise master builder, 1 
have laid the foundation, and another buildeth thereon. But let 
every man take heed how ho buildeth thereupon. For other foun- 

i . v 


man 


again 


tM foundation of. the Apostles and the Prophets, Jesus Christ him- 
. self being the chief corner stone : in whom' allrtho building fitly 
framed together groweth unto an holy temple in the Lord : in Horn 


are 


Spirit.” 


hear how Peter harmonises 


# v 

and with Paul : [1 Pet ii. 4-9 :] - To whom coming, as unto a 
vmg stone, disavowed indeed of men, but. chosen of God, and pre- 
dous, ye also, as Kvely stones, are built up a spiritual house, an holy 
priesthood, to offer up spiritual sacrifices, acceptable to God by 

bZu tT’’- T heref0r ° ^ 53 con,ained in the Scriptures, 
? 1 5- a C ief COraCr stono > flcct^recious : and he 

fore Sw ° n u m ’ £ha11 DOt b0 C ° nf0Mde ‘ J - Uld o you there- 
- l ch beheve ho 38 P^>ous : but unto them which be disobo- 


stone 


head 


7 wvi IV 

SiSHcS^«: 

Hear now the Master: [Mat xxi 4?*] Tn tx * • 

. - * ***** ** «... a* r 


* > 


f 




• • 

* 
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is become tlio head of the corner : this i3 .the Lord’* doing, and it ■ 

^ * a • 9 ^ 

is marvellous in our eyes.” - 

^ _ • y ^ 

’ 7 Now, in view of these texts compared together, is it not apparent 


r Boman 
Thou ar 


loio \y i j. ’ 

• * • 

Peter ; and on this rock, I 'will build my church.” 

r m 


at, xvi v pago 484 
if Protestant wri 
Clark, V Enfan t 
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^ ^ »»> • j ^ 7 — - - / _ ^ 

interpretation of, Romanists, is rejected. ... _ . 

« Doddridge too, and other writers, “ look upon, tins as one of 
those scriptures, the sense of which might be most certainly fixed 
by the particular tone of voice and rjcsturi'vhh which it was spoken. 

' If- our Lord altered his accent, and laid his hand on his breast, it 
- . would shew that lie spoke, not of the person, but of the confession 
■ of Peter, fas most Protestant writers have understood it,] and 
meaned to point out himself as the i/rcat Foundation.* But if ho 
'turned to the other Jostles, im<\ pointed to Peter , he meaned to ^ 
intimate the honor ho would do him, in making him an eminent 

# o • 

■ support to his church.” - # • ^ 

* This supposition, in the writers view, will receive support by 

referring to John ii. 18-22. . ; • ■ 

• Our Lord, in an early part of his .ministry, indignant at the gross 

profanation of the temple, by converting it into a place of merchan- 
dise, having “ made a scourge of small cords,” expelled all out, who 
were thus profaning God’s bouse of worship. Offended at bis con- 

■ duet, tlie Jews demanded of him a sign to prove be. was duly com- 


missioned to exercise the authority lie _ assumed. 


replied 


“‘Destroy this temple, and in three days,.l will raise it again.” 

J • . _ . ' - .t t ** Knrt 


Adtoni 


six years was this temple in building, and will thou* mar it up in 


three days V 


% 


’ . The meaning put on our Saviour’s words, by the Jew seemed 

natural ; and it is probable his disciples also so understood him by 

‘ not attending properly, at the time, to the tone office « g*'£ 
' •. used to convey ^his {rue meaning. But after bis^urrection, by 


4 

V. 




t 


' "20 ; 

woaiUng to mind, not only the word* of Christ, but the attending 
circumstances, they apprehended, as the Evangelist says “He 
spake of the temple his body,” as the original may be rendered* 
(according to Knapp’s edition.) Unless something of this kind had 
occurred, how could John write ? “ When therefore ho was raised 
from the dead, his disciple^mm bered that he had said tL unto 

w ** &n ' p ‘" re ’ “* *• *“<■ 

f \ • 

< • # 
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CHAPTER in. 

< . • r . - 

I 

- f , • 

• 1 Same subject continued. 

B m 

%’ Z? ! °« ° e *, h8 U’ # n " 10 P «« r . no, to 

b»v«. fe.'- * n " t ° ,h “ ,i ° < <>» of 

b. “ ““ TO ' d ““ f " t„ 

• m 

Not in the first commission [riven to , ■ ' 

r r - ? 

kingdom of heaven is at^and ’Wy 2 ^ P r€ac ^> saying, The 

work miracles. Yv 81 ■ ( >) A11 empowered. to 

older than his.brothc-r ^ 

commission. ‘ . ' ent * lth hlm m* executing the 

they^ «e Colttn^nt tI^ 

' resurrection from tho dead. (See. vs. 16-23.) ^ ° Ur L ° rd ’ 8 

- S ^ ^trhren i88i ° n ^ t0 ^ 

' * me in 1 STS T^S " I * fc ««- 

. was addressed to tho jt 

■ * No in the offi w . 
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_ • 

spread tho world before them as the field of labor. It commanded 
them to evangelize all nations ; to administer baptism ; and to 
preach the gospel, by teaching them to observe all things whatso- 
ever the Redeemer had commanded them. And it was followed 
by a promise of ample assistance* and support, couched in words 

that extended the commission to all their successors in the ministry, 

• » 

through all successive ages : “And lo, I am with you always, even 

. unto the end of the world. Amen.” (Matt, xxviii. 10-20.) 

■* -* ~ 


Let the Master explain, his own meaning. 


same 


— _ 

. came the disciples unto Jesus, saying, Who is the greatest m the 

kingdom of heaven 2” ' 

This question makes it evident that neither Peter nor the other 

disciples supposed, at this time, any primacy had been settled. 

• % 

Hear what follows : ( ^ 

u And Jesus called a little child unto him, and set him in the 

midst of them, and said, Verily, I say unto you, Except ye bo con- 
verted and become as little children, ye shall not enter into the 
» kingdom of heaven. Whosoever therefore s^all humble himself 
as this little child, tho same is greatest in the kingdom of heaven, 

&c. (Matt, xviii. 1-G.) ’ 

Again : In the same chapter, he skid, ^And if lie shall neglect 

to hear them, tell it unto tho church : but if he neglect to hear the 

church, let him be unto thee as an heathen man and a publican. ' 

u Verily I say unto you, Whatsoever ye shall bind on earth shall 

be bound in heaven ; and whatsoever ye shall lose on earth, shall be 
loosed in heaven, (vs. 15-18.) 

- The same lesson is inculcated in the following passage. “ And 
he came to Capernaum : and being in the house ho asked them, 
mat was it that ye disputed by the way ? But they held their 
peace : for by the way they had disputed among themselves, who 
should be greatest And he set down, and called the twelve, and 


same 


last, and servant of all* And 


of them ; and when he had taken him in his arms, he t 
hem. Whosoever shall receive one of snch children in 
receive* me : and whosoever shall receive me, receive* 
it him that sent' mo.” (Mark ix. 33 -3 ’i .) 


4 



»>■) 


Iu view of these passages where is Peter’s Primacy ! - 

Again-: - Then came to him the mother of Zebedee’s children 
u h her sons, worshipping him, and desiring a certain thing of him’ 
ud ho said unto her, What wilt thou ? She saith unto him, Gram 

them, Yo shall dn’nt ?nri i e DIu And he saith unto 

«« :* 1°/ rnrr " ;,i * h ° 

ta»J, and o„ my left,!, *' £ ™ "V ngl.t 

to fAm for whom it is nrenared ’ - V ^ U &*** 

*• pn '”“ of *• G “ u, “ 


the prioc of a. .GonUta, txmis< , Jomi . — 

that are great e „ rc ise 

-W-ter ; And v,w , ”m tCr"* 1 ""' *« 

your servant ; Even as the Son am ° ng J '° U let him l* 

unto, but to minister, and to give hisTiP ^ ^ ministeml 

• xx. 20-28.) / <a to give his life n ransom for many. (Matt. 

is the primacy ? 

Ve *• 

great among you, shall be your minister ' vho »<*ver will be 

• to be ministered unto, but to Jnister T ° f man raiae not 

for many.” (Mark x. 42-45.) > ■ hh life a ransom 

Hear again the Master « p nf ^ 

Neia “ ,w *■•*•—* -V ',££££ 






Christ. But lie that is greatest among yurt shall be your setVaM, 

And whosoever shall exalt himself shall be abased; and he that 

• • 

shall humble himself shall be exalted/’ (Matt, xxiii. 8-12.) 

Thus, while yet upon tho earth, and before his death, ho explain- 
ed his own. meaning, and taught us how to understand the word a 
addressed to Peter, and through him to all his apostles. 

In like manner did ho address his disciples, when assembled with 
dosed doors, for fear of tho Jews/ On the evening of the first day 
of the week, a camo Jesus and stood in the irtidst, and said, Peace 
be unto you. And when he had so said, ho shewed unto them his 
hands and side. Then were tho disciples glad, when they sftw tho 
Lord. Then said Jesus to them again, Peace be unto you : as the 
Father hath sent mo, even so send I you. And when he had said 
this, ho breathed on them, and saith unto them, Receive ye the 
Holy Ghost : Whosesoever sins ye remit, they are remitted unto 
them ; fend whosesoever sins ye retain, they are retained.” (John xx. 

19 — 23 .) 

• Thomas, who had boon absent from this meeting of tho disciples, 


seen 


present when his Master appeared again 


addressed by 


Lord 


So far it is plain 'the disciples had no knowledge of any thing 


primacy 


such impression 


although, like his fellow apostles, while mistaking ° f 


may 


ambition 


Lord 


period as Romanists assume, would" ho not, when the question 
arose, at two different timegSaftenv^ds among his disciples, have 
put an end to their disputes, by telling them he had assigned tho 
primacy to Peter ? But how differently did ho treat their ambitious 
disputes 1 He told them plainly that tho way to exalt themselves 
in his kingdom, was to humble themselves, after the example He 

their Lord and Master had set them. , t 

In view of all these passages of Scripture compared together, 

A 




% — 

Are we not taiight, that omr blessed Lord bad not assigned any 

primacy to PtUr , , and that he had no design of giving such 
preeminence fo any apostle ? 

l 


./ . CHAPTER IV.. 

# 

The Scriptural argument against Peter's primacy, confirmed by 
th * <^se an4 testimony of Paul. 

Ut MB now turn our attention to the case of the great apostle 
and see what additional light can be fairly drawn from it against 
the assumption 6f Romanists, of Peter's primacy. 

Tha^Paul was a man of great genius, possessing mental endow- 
menta of lugh order; a mind diligently cultivated 'and enriched— 
vnth stores of learmng ; that he sat at the feet of Gamaliel, a <ZJ- 
bmted Jewish doctor, and profited in the Jews’ religion aboro many 

PeJ 5 U WeH kn0Wn - In theso *W» far snperior to 

^ 'T* b J 8hl7 h ° n0TCd in chosen by our Lord as . 
one of the twelve who attended on him during the whole of his 

minirtry on earth, and enjoyed the benefit of his divine instructions. 

But Paul was honored with the appearance of our Lord from heaven' 

who threw around him a light brighter than that of the noon-d a ; 

snn, and announced to him, that He had chosen him to bo a minis'- 
♦ mereu P° n > *“ id he > O ting Agrippa, I was 

of Judea, and then to the Gentiles, that the* i % coasts 
» - *> for r™ 

P.to two topimi cpirtles io’ Ike Canon of the Scrip 

to, , IW. fonrton, tototoing on.tdfo, mo,, of U,. N,„ tZ.~ 

% 

a great region of country. **i will not dare ” Mr . ,v d Aro “f h 

10 •>.<- .ting, i'hick Ch '“.St'! 


r 




wrought by me, to mate the Gentiles obedient, by .word and deed, 
through mighty signs and wonders, by tho power of the Spirit of 
God ; so that from Jerusalem, and round about unto Illyrioum, I 
have fully preached the gospel of Christ, ‘tea, so have I strived to 
preach the gosple, not where Christ was named, lest I should build 
upon imothe»man’s foundation : but as it is written, To whom he was 
not spoken of, they shall see : and they that have not heard shall 
understand. For which cause also I have been much hindered from 
coming unto you. But now haring no more place in these parta, 
and having a great desire these many, years to come unto you ; 
whensoever I take my journey into 'Spain, I will coma unto you ; 
for I trust to see you in my journey, and to be brought on my way 
thitherwards by you, if first I be somewhat filled with your com- 

pany,” Arc, Rom. xv. 18-33. 

AVignal honor was conferred on Paul, in which Peter never 
participated. “ He was caught up to tho third heaven whether in 
the body V out of the body lie could not tell : “ he was caught up .. 
into parade, and heard unspeakable words, which it is unlawful 
for a man to utter.” With what delicacy he touches this matter, 

speaking in the third person ! (2 Cor. xii. 2-4.) 

Does tho reader wish to know more of this great apostle ! He is 

• referred to 2 Cor. xi. 13-33. Such was Paul. > 

ip We assume it will be conceded by all fair reasoned, that it 

, oar Lord had really constituted Peter Primate or Prince of the apos- 
tolic College, the fact would have been made known to Paul, and ac- 
knowledged by him. „ . 

If, therefore, it can be proved that Paul, neither fyiew, nor 

-irknowledged the fact, it will fallow conclusively , that the preten- 
sions of Romanists in regard to Peter’s . primacy must be destitute 

' ^ This can be proved from tho vindication of himself, in hus epistle 

the Galatians, — from the proceedings of the council at Jerusa- 
' lem, and from the vindication of his apostolical authority, m his 

second epistle to the Corinthians. , . _ n 1 

1 . From the vindication of himself in his epistle to the Gala- 

♦ • 

U2P Jo bring back that Church to the faith of the gospel, fchich ha 
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among 


teachers, they were in danger of falling, ho makes this solemn 

.Li T i , 


declaration 
preached o: 


. ^ . ’ c? i 

preached of me, ns not after man. For I neither received it of man 
neither vraa I taught it, but by the revelation of Jesus Christ 

(chap. i. 11 , 12 .) 

\ In F°° f of states- that as soon as God had revealed to 

him his Son* Jesus Christ, he conferred not with flesh and bloo<l ; 
nor did he go up to Jerusalem to receive either instruction nranth^fJ 


u 4 

» Arabia, and returned to Damascus 

9 

Three years elapsed before Paul w< 


M » 

Damascus He then went 


abode 


apostl 


During his stay in that 


. a r 

he solemnly deposes, [vs. 15-2C 

u Afterwards, ho says, I came 
known by face unto the 


had heard only, That ho which persecuted 


past, now preacheth 


God 


XV.) 


From fa proceedings of the council held at Jerusalem 


was fourteen 


again to Jerusalem 


sett^mort important queirtion, lt re l.tal,„,bo cireom5Wo „ rfG 

trtoieWons and th,„ obligation , ooWm rf „ " 

W tbar rto^nnder no obligarton , oWp “ 

T” ba and B^b*, goided by mvolation, now to *3™, Z 
■ ST ”i ?“ "‘ST ”**> •» «low JYte. a 

IT'S" * r‘.T”“ n '* i ” ,d "*«* Cht* 1 w 

for ™e ™»t», mtpofcd on hi, ^ J L ‘ I “ 1 ' 

• As “they paaeed throngh Pheniee nmi 3 V- ' 

conversion of the Gentiles, they caused crest ■ Sna ’ C < f !af111 ^ . tba 

•*2*2 Sr." T . b T: 
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declared 


r X » 

things that God had done with them.” Acts xv. 2-4. 


The apostles and elders being assembled in council to deliberate on 


occurred 


rose 


how that a good while ago God made clioiceumong us,thattho Gentiles 
bv my mcuOi should liear the word of the gospel, and believe. And 
God which knoweth the hearts, bare them witness, giving them the 
Holy Ghost, even as he did vinto us : 'And put no difference between us 
and them, purifying their hearts 7 by faith. Now therefore why tempt 
ye God, to put a yoke upon the neck of the disciples, which neither our 
fathers nor wo were able to bear? But we believe that, through 
the grace of the Lord Jesus Christ, we shall bo saved, even as they, 
(vs. 7-1 X.) 

Peter having taken his seat, “the multitude kept silence, and 
gave audience to Barnabas and Paul, declaring what miracles and 
wonders God had wrought among the Gentiles by them.” [v., 12.] 


addressed 


close of his address, 


should be done. [See vs, 19-21.] 


■ • 

assembly : and chosen 


Antioch 


boAring letters in which they unanimously condemned the conduct 
of those Judairing teachers, who had troubled the church at Anti- 
och, and sustained tho doctrine and practice of Paul and Barnabas. 
The epistle being read to the church at Antioch, “ they rejoiced 

for tho consolation.” [vs. SO, 31.] 

In the proceedings of this council there is not tho slightest 

appearance of any superiority of Peter in authority or honor ; and 

Paul tells ur, that ho neither saw nor acknowledged any. See his 

statement of tho result of the council, in Gal. ii. 6-10. 

3. From the vindication of his apostolic authority, in his second 

epistle to the Corinthians. 

Paul had been defamed and traduced, by false apostles, ministers 
of Satan, who endeavored to undermine and destroy his influence 
at Corinth ; and thus to enable then!, with greater fcoility, to accom- 
plish their wicked design of subverting the truth of the gospel. 


# 


28 


had bo successfully 


city. 


these circumstance 

i 

• • • • 

iir sinister design, b' 

had receded from tJ 


sioncd him as his apostle to the Gentiles 5 and enabled him to bo 
faithful in discharging his multiplied duties, and sustained him 
raider his severe labors, and painful trials and sufferings. 

The vindication of himself is commenced in the tenth chapter 


carried 


>pistle, 


'peats of the spiritual power imparted 


and not for destruction, which he could exert, when present with tho 


; — of 


4 * ~ ^ ^ ^ • y » ▼ ^ % 

preach the goepel where it had not been preax 
on another man’s foundation -of his success 
anxiety, lest Satan, by the agency of false te? 
their minds and draw them from th« ftimolii 


Christ 


his 


o r uvui tlUJ VUtSfgU lO 

them, and hia determination to continue thus to labor in die region 
<* Aebaia, to counteract tho boasting of false teachera ;_of hia 
Hebrew desoent of his abundant labors, great sufferings from 
rinpea above measure, frequent Imprisonment, and erposure to 
death;— of hu manifold danger by land and water, from robbers, from 
h* dim countrymen, and the heathen, and false brethren ;- an d of 
hr. sufferings from weariness, watchings, hunger and thirst, frequent 

coW and natednev. ;-an d especially from inceesant and 

daily care of all the churches. 

9 


especially from incessant 


•pent* of the abundant visions and revelations he had been 


floored with from tho Lord 


his 


already noticed ;~and of thi thorn in the flesh, the mes 

SaUn to buffet him, lest, through the abundant revelations, 
be exalted above measure. 

M • 

Ifcft*. le he brought lU Lori ^ 0 „ 0li , 

U ™ But his gracious Lord granted 

f° d ° 0 " hl . g tl - V ’ ■»* ■ “ % 8^0. is offi'i.ut 

Kf mj ^rength is made perfect in weakness,” 
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Fully confiding in the faithfulness of hia Master, the apostle 
exclaimed r “ Most gladly, therefore, will I glory in my infirmities, 
that the power of Christ may rest upon me. Therefore I Uko 
pleasure in infirmities, in reproaches, in necessities, m persecu- 
tions, in distresses for Christ’s sake : for when I am weak, then am 

I strong. „ u . __*? e i.:„ 


After 


prove that ho felt himself to stanc 

and every apostle. 

In chapter xi. 5, ho says, 41 

bihind tho very chiefest apostle.” 


passages 


suppose 


And, in chapter xii, after having spoken of the abundant visions 

w . 1 * 


•erse 


become 


been 


.post! 


► 

Truly the signs of 


.postl 


deeds, 


herein 


'churches, except it bo that I myself was not burdensome 


to you 1 Forgive me this wrong.” 

J a !!- 1 i 


apostle ! “ Behold, the 


rtJ Um«7,h coming ,0 you i end I *» «* * *»*— 10 


children 


Sjllcdly .pend »d be spent for J.» : <W> ft. m«C »b,»d- 


less 


What 

of men t 


What 


forgetful: 


>postol 


k postlo 


omitted . 


Subsequently 


Jerusalem to the church in Antioch, Peter ^™t 
And while there, knowing tho ceremonial 
authority, &nd that Jewish behevem might aaeociate 


certain cams 


* 
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from James,” fearing tu incur censure from those cireumeiiiod brcfh- 

ren, ho withdrew mul separated himself” and no longer- ate with 

trentijo believers. The example became contagions. Other Jews 

dissembled likewise with him ; insomuch that Barnabas also was 
carried away with their dissimulation,” 

. 1>au ' fdt }ii$ no1,le 140111 grieved at such unchristian conduct, so 

inconsistent with the recent decree of the council, and determined 

to maintain the liberty which Cl.rist had bestowed on Ids Cbuixdi 

He was much younger in the apostleshipymd in ago than Peter ; but 

know^hisofficin 1 authority from Chrijt to be entirely equal to 

hat of his cider brother, lie felt it tobcXis duty to do what he could 

to arrest the gr owing evil. He detomined, therefore to give Peter 
a public rebuke Accordingly he embraced an opportunity for m- 
tomg ‘ before them all” that faithful and pungent repr J which 

is recorded, in Gal. ii. 14-21. 1 ’ 

thi7^ CT BehoH gllt eVU,t T d xT y f ° Romanists nnd their sympa- 
thizers, Behold your ! No ; we would 'rather take a Join on 

the weakness of human nature, though renewed by divine grace ’ 

Cn continual supplies of heavenly influence • and 

b. .„.d« of Petor, official C.rLr, for 

2 r ' • " r “ •*- ■» * £• AT Z 1 

arise m tho Church ; and to furnish its friends with i 

izzr^j * for «“ »»»« T„" U? 

taMotor™ pl,^ to lca „ him (o „"ZT 

before, in a more humiliating manner. ' ’ • J 

And »o would also admin, that mee bv wl„Vl, P , 
agam recovered from hia acndnlous deSLl™ 5 ' " 


Ho felt the truth uttered bv Paul nn^l , . . 

to*- and base dissimulation merited this ^ Un ° !,nstinn 

therefore, made no renlv fcumhitr v , * c ex P OSTlro * Ho, 

ministered, by the hand of his youngs L/nm/ Ci “ li *“ raUd * 

^ ^.-® e 5r n<l niore upright brother. 

SUMMAEV O* THE ArGUMSMT. 


£Jon, 


We have now proved, we t 
f That Paul was,in genius, 
cation, fer superior to Peter : 


« 


a 
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* 2 That the visions and revelations granted to Paul, were more • 

than those vouchsafed to refer : 

3. That tlio inspired writings, which Paul contributed to tho 

Canon of Sacred Scriptures, amounted to one-half of flic New 
Testament ; (if not more :) and were of course far greater than the 

two short epistles of Peter : 

4. That in labors, in sufferings, in success in spreading the gos- 
pel, in consistency of character, and uniform uprightness of Christian 

conduct, Paul far exceeded Peter t » - 

5. That Paul asserted, under inspiration, liis equality with tho 

very chief est apostle. % 

6. It, therefore follows, that, as ho never acknowledged any 

' inferiority to Peter, or to any other apostle, he certainly never knew 
his inferiority to any one ; beause, if his Lord and Master had made 
known to him tho Primacy of Peter, he would readily have submit- 

ted to His will, and most cheerfully made it known. 

In opposition to all this evidence against tho assumption of 

the Romanists, no evidence can be produced, from Scripture, that 

any of the apoetle3 acknowledged or even knew of Peter being 

advanced in authority above his fellow apostles ; but additional 

evidence to the contrary can be produced ; for it is written, “ Now 

when the apostles which were at Jerusalem heard that Samana had 

received the word of God, they 'sent unto them Peter and John. ff 
If Peter had been the Prince of tho apostles, they might have re- 
quested Peter to go, but they could not, and would not, have sbkt him . 

Finally ; What is the fair conclusion tp bo drawn from the pre- 
ceding facts and reasoning ? . . « . 

I? it not tbi. i - to i. no S™pta»' f • 

l> eter »•» appointed by Chmt Prince, Primate or Ch„f of hie 

Whiles, in honor and authority. _ ... 

1 Any tradition, then, to tho contrary, is worthless ; and w 
receive His indignant and terrible rebuke, when He comes to pun y . 
His Church, from all errors in doctrine, and all assumption of 

Christian authority. 



v 


* 
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, CHAPTER V. • ’ 

r . 

* 

• • * 

The poison of Popery-xn Shaff ’s history exposed. * 

Having in the preceding chapters exposed the Poison of Popery r 

in the Extract from Dr. Schaff’g Essay, — and presented, at large, the 

Scriptural argument against the claims of the Romish church for 

Peter’s Primacy , and proved them, as we think, to be groundless 

we proceed to expose the poison of Popery in his recently published, 
history in the English language. ^ 

The poison of popery will be seen clearly, by an attentive ex- 
amination of a long note, compared with other parts of his history. 

It begins near the middle of page 374, covers the two next 
pages and almost page -377. 

A singular note indeed ! containing contradictions,' chronologi- 
cal errors, misrepresentations, — artful arrangements, -unfounded 
factor— bold assertions, — and sophistical reasoning l 

* In of Ws favorite “ claims of the Papacy ho says : 

“ b? n0ni ' anS re8t ent!reIy on Memorable 

word* of Matt.™. 18, winch ’are now admitted by the heat ProtesW com- 

montttom (snch a* Dr. 8. like.,) to refer to Peter, and upon the actual auperior- 

“ 11 * ppeer * cIear 88 ,he Ban in tbe and in the first part 

% 

What a specimen of bold, dogmatic, and unfounded assertions 
tins rash man is accustomed to utter ! 

-> ** 1° ST}* c , ould Dr ' S - h »™ f«S»K» «h.t he had 
written on p. 259, at the close of the first paragraph ? 

u Then again, from the condnet n f p.ni 1 

" opp “““' ” “ »*“ “■"*«« 

Can any one reconcile these statements ! Are they not realh, 

"***»>' 8. himself look at thorn, and not bl„,h t md 

he snppoee that, by a bold assertion, he could conceal the contradic- 
tion, and escape detection. wunratne- 

Th. is mfamd to* th. Scriptural argnmon, iu „ 0 , ch , pKr . 

% 

; - y:‘ ; ; 7 r # y - . •. 
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• * 

ii. iii, and iv. ; where, wo think it to be clearly' proved, that Peter 

•had no superiority assigned to him over the other apostles, by our 

Lord, and that Paul claimed rank equal to the very .chief at apostle. 

What, then, is this bold assertion of this singular writer worth, 
in opposition to the testimony of Sacred Scripture ; and even to his 
own declaration, made wlmn reading the Scriptures, and Manning 
on the rebuke, which Paul administered publicly to Peter, for » 

basQ dissimulation, at Antioch ! . . 

The subsequent parts of, this long note is full of sophistic rea- 
soning, artful arrangement, aiul unfounded representations ; dcsigue 
apparently to smooth the way for admissions, entirely - opposite to 
glorification of the Romish Church in tho^iddle Age^h® 

~ ‘ Irn U r.nmmlled to make toward the close. 


Ho says, 


1 . ■■ Th, first unwton W »■ " * E »”“ ' 

lto , L,i«.rF«« MW «..«» *. «—w* • 

How could Peter transfer what he did not possess! . 

2 . « The second gumption is.thatPeter did actually transfer hi* pnmMj. 

not to but to the bishop of Rome.” . 

> This assumption must fall with the first. And here we might 

rest the question ; hut as Schaff is very demons of upping ' \ 
Romish Church, I. shall say a word or two As to leading 

Protestant historians” of whom he speaks, who are not named y 
I make no inquiry; only ohsenang that, from ^ been 

Been of his habit of making hasty assertions, I do not credit _ 

. , u in* • especially on account of the great mac 

curacy into which he, inlhe next line, involves himself am the 

ing Protestants” of whom he speaks : ho says, • - 

« Admitting that without such historical foundation the eighteen htmdre. 
yearn' histry of\ho Papacy would he to un absolutely —table. . 

■What a blunder for a man who prides himself onhis knowle go 
of history 1 Does he not know that, for «* centunes at least, 
Papacy had no existence 1 He says express y, • 




M 


s-r* „ 


years 


* 

Was their no design in 

■ 


msstatement f 

Paut dwelt (before his martyrdom) two whole years in h 


own hired hoUse; and received all umi came .u — — > r 
ing the kingdom of God, and teaching those things which concern 

the Lord Jesys Christ, with all confidence, no man forbidding him. 

(Acta xviii. 30, 31.) ' • ' . ' r * 

Where can a like scriptural testimony bo found, in support oi 

• 4 

Peteris preaching in Home ? , - _ 

, It is doubted by historians whether Peter was ever in that city : 
and even Prof. S. aftet all his pains to provo that ho was, is com- 
pelled to say, (p. 371 bottom.) e 

•■We can hardly extend his sojourn there beyond a year.” 

And is it not probable, that ho was carried a prisoner to Romo 
(if there) to suffer martyrdom? Yet Prof. S. strives with great 
earnestness to assist Roman Catholic writers in proving Peter tho 
apostle to the circumcision, was bishop of Rome, at the very timo 
Paul the apostle of the Gentiles , Was preaching there in the region 
divinely assigned to him ! Does not this carry absurdity on its face? 

The next paragraph, having received an answer in what has 

been said already, is dismissed without further notice. 

Then follows a long paragraph, containing a tissue of artful 

misrepresentations. He begins it thus : 

« The ultra-Proteatint view (bo denominated by a Semi- Papist) decidedly 
tepodiates tHe idea of the permanent primacy, and denies the papacy the least 
Scriptural ground or divine right, dec.” 

' And will Schaff himself pretend tho Papacy had any Scriptural 
ground for assuming “ a supremacy ' of jurisdiction 2” This ho 
denies to it in the Becond and third line of the next paragraph, and 
reduces it to “ a primacy of honor and influence, ( primus inter 

m ' * 

Protestant* and. tho Reformers of tho sixteenth and subsequent 
centuries, regard ed Popery as the “ Man of Sin ” “ Tho Sdn of 

Perdition, wlio opposeth and exalteth himself above all that is called 
God, or that is worshipped ; so that he as God aitteth iu the temple 
of God, diewing himself that he is God, &c, foretold by Paul as 
about to arise in the Church., (2 Thess. ii. 3*12.) 


V 


35 

* 

And for avowing tins, to be their belief, and tlmt Popery was 
Anti-Christ* they were slain and burnt at the stake, 
i Put Dr. Schaff says, 

4 

** To this extreme view, however, we cannot at all agree ; ” 

And then assigns' his reasons. 

“ I* not °nly turns all history before the Reformatjon into an inextricable 

labyrinth, but gives the lie to the Lord’s precious promise to be and rule in his 

church continaally-j-for it is an absolute impossibility to make out an unbroken 

perpetuity of Christianity without the Catholic Church — nay, it plays- mightily 

in its results, without willing or knowing it, into the hands of skepticism and 
infidelity.” : • v 

Here we see the ?nan. IIow bold, and dogmatical, and artful ! 
Certainly hero tbo Doctor is pleading for the Papal Church ; and 
this he calls u the Catholic Church.” If this was not his meaning, 
why did lie not inform the reader what lie' intended by tho Catholic 
Church ? lie certainly knew that, for six hundred years at least, 
tho Pupal Church had no existence. During six centuries, there 
was no Pope; although aspiring bishops may have coveted to be 
exalted, as the head of Christendom. It cannot be doubted he had 
read of the' Greek Church, of the African Church, of the British ■ 
church, <kc. - ' 

• • . • .. . v 

There was likewise in the rallies of Piedmont that noble Church 
of the Waldo uses, which retired from the corruptions creeping into 

r « 

the Church of Home, and which so soon began, to bear its testimony 
against them ; ahd whon tho Papacy came into existence, it protest- 

V ^ * 

ed firmly against its errors and its jurisdiction, This noble protest 

it maintained, through many centuries of persecution by fire'and sword, 

% * 

down to Hie present day ; lidding a true faith and a scriptural form 
of ecclesiastical government. 

But for this Church the Professor* seems to have no loye. Aa o 

% 

far as I can find ho lias entirely overlooked th&t people so signally 

y 

honored by the Master. 

How easily, could this historian, (lrad not his eyes been be- 
clouded by his attachment to Popery,) have traced an unbroken 
perpetuity of Christianity through these different Churches ; and 
discovered the fulfilment of “ the Lord’s precious promise to bo and 
‘rule in his Church continually!” And, amQng those Churches, 


f 


: 


/ 


/ 


scattered as they were over different parts of the world, he might have 
seen, for six hundred years, a true visible, Catholic Church. 

“ Skepticism and Infidelity ,” wc affirm to be genuine offspring 
not of the Catholic, but of the Roman Catholic Church. Had tho 
Church of Rome, so highly praised by Paul (Rom. i. 8.) maintained 
her primitive purity of character, and not, by forgetting, his solemn 
warning, (eh. xi. 17-21) become corrupt in doctrine, idolatrous m 
worship, and apostate, Europe would not havo been filled with 

Skeptics and Infidels. 

In the next sentence d tho one on which we havo made our re- 
marks, the Professor says : 

« No ! In the face of a history of eighteen hundred yeara^ during which 
the papacy baa really evinced something of a rock-like character. 

Here fee fepeAts the blunder noted already. He certainly knew, 
that the papacy had not an existence for eighteen hundred years ; 
and that, as k was not bom till tho seventh century, there must, in 

- calculating its age, at present, be a largo deduction. 

• ■‘What, then, is to be thought of the repetition of this blunder, a 
second time, on the sam* page ! Does he calculate so much on our 
ignorance, (poor Americans 1) as tp imagine, that, by his art, and 
rhetoric, and dogijiHtism, he can make us believe a falsehood to 
be a truth ; because a great German professor chooses to assert it 

once and #gain? . 

Had he stated the fact, and been inclined' to use a fair compari- 
son,' he might havo said; The history of nearly twelve hundred 
years proves the papacy to be like a coral rock , unseen^at first, but 
constantly growing, till it became visible, and at’ last an immense 
and dreadful rock; against which, in a tempest, or at night, many 
a gallant ship has dashed and foundered and been lost This would 
’ have been a fair comparison. 

•The comparison of Dr. Schaff emits somewhat of tho odour of 
Popery. • The advocates of tho Romish Cluirch boast of her antiq- 
uity. We, therefore, ask him who seems inclined to use this weap- 
on in her defence, (even just before tho acknowledgments he is about 
to make oh his next page) whether length of time can clmDgo tho 
nature of error and wickedness, so as' to render the one true and tho 
other virtuous, or, in other words, convert a false into a true religion, 
because it was originally divine ? 


• • » 
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Judaism 


m 1 lo u 

ruption of a religion truly divine ; aud she can trace her origin far 
beyond the Christian religion, up to the time of Abraham,’' the 
“friend of God,” And she has evinced a rock-like character. The 
Jews havo resisted all the attempts of the Romish Church to change 
their faith, and have, through tho bitterest persecutions, for ages, 
retained the erroneous belief and customs of their fathers. 

Nay, even Gent it Um can boast of a higher claim; for Noah 

knew, professed, and taught his descendants a religion received from 

heaven. Rut they soon corrupted it, and fell into idolatry, liko the 

Roman Catholics ; aud shall their polytheism, in all their detestable 

v arieties, he admitted as a true religion ; because they have, for so 

many ages, wandered farther from God and truth, till they have 

plunged themselves into the grossest errors and darkness, and the 
vilest abominations ! 

Just as the Papacy advanced in age,, she advanced in error and 
superstition; till not a doctrine of^ Christianity escaped pollution 
from her defiled hands ; and the pure and simple worship of God, 
instituted by Jesus Christ, was turned into the vilest idolatry ! And 
does Dr. S. imagine he .can save licr from tho * condemnation she so 
richly deserves, by artfully speaking of her obstinate perseverance* 


kedness, and by ascribing to her w a rock 


actor.” 


Again ho' says 


almost 


assertion 


— • - * , x r o 

titTio ot Peter & dc&tli } &s if tlio Poni&ti see li&c| cornTnonced so cftrly* 
To destroy the erroneous impression ho aims at producing on the 
reader’s mind, I shall present the testimony of Mosheim that pro- 
found and impartial historian. 

m 

'• “ A bishop during the first and second century wss a person who hsd the* 
care of one Christian assembly, which, at that time, was, generally speiddng, 
email enough to be contained in a private house. In this assembly he acted not 
&o much with the authority of a roster, els with the zeal and diiigenco of a faith- 
ful csr'cenL” 

Where was “ the Roman Seef at this early period ? Tho his- 
torian goes oa to describe the conduct of a primitive bishop. And 
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sect xiii, he speak 


In the next section [xiv.j he says : , 

w The Churches in those early times, were perfectly- independent ; none of 
them subject to foreign jurisdiction, but each one governed by its own kwa and 

its own rulers” 

” After noticing the deference shown to the Churches founded by 
the apostles, and denying to them any u sort} of supremacy over 

others,” he adds : 

“Nothing on the contrary*, is more evident than the perfect equality that 
reigned in' the primitive Churches,” (Page 105.) 

Again, What Dr. S. says, immediately after the lines wo have 
just corrected, about w the consistency and tenacity with which the 
Catholic Church has at all times held fast the fundamental doctrines 
of Christianity, ' &c.” is indeed true of the Catholic, but false 
when affirmed of the Roman Catholic Church ; which has corrupt- 
ed more or less all the fundamental doctrines of the gospel, and 
substituted in place of that capital article, Justification bt faith., 
alone, a most pernicious dogma, justification by works dnd penance. 

This the Professor knows.; and he also knows, that the apostate 
Church of Rome has dealt in that shameful traffic, the sale of indul- 
gences ; by which the forgiveness- of sins committed, and permission 
to commit sins, might be purchased for stipulated sums of money. 

And yet he attributes to this Church what belongs to the true 
Catholi^ Church ; for he is pleading the causo of the Romish 
Church, or to say the least, ho does not guard the reader against a 
wrong impression, as a fair and honest reasoner ought always to do. 


CHAPTER VI. 

ft • 

Merits of the Popes. 

• . r • v 

Let ua now examine what the learned Professor has to say u of 
the great merit* of the Popes.” Any one duly acquainted with 
ecclesiastical history, will be surprised at hearing these words, li tho 

GREAT TOUTS of the Popes P 

Dr. Scha$ however, is determined to be impartial, mi attributes 


i 
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"™‘ m ™“ «•» 1" ’>» Hop*” It la our privily 


ulars. 


The popes 


claim 1 Thu astonkhing- this 

H. The Pope asserted the unitv.' ft 


• uu rope asserted the unity,' free dm 
Church against assaults of thesecuIa%o 


OI u ‘° Church !” What kind of unitv ? * The 

Z2-. r pIe *? <$. .io»» 


virgin Mary. And by what means 


departed 


commanded 


people of the Bible, and comp. 
ieve their anti-christian dogmas 


usurped 


( f 0pCS “t he freedom and independence of the Church 

against the assaults of the secular powers.” Indeed ! 

D , Ha3 Profo - w “ever read the history of Pm* Mavor of A* 
P.W. of F» r , ,ho deltonod „„ W Z, aad aea S,! 

■ , ” ne ’ th ° COnCUrrcnce of P°P« Zachary, who needed the 

protection of his arms i Has lib not read that this impious decision 

of Zachary was solemnly eonfimied by Stephen ' H, his successor 

n the papal th^p, and how both were amply rewarded by P EPIIf , 

Has he pot read of Cualemagne, that ambitious son of Pepin who 

Muiwid « tn. „ • .1 ... l WiJO 


Z K i “ r t “ >1>ir ” 0f "* «»> 1. govo™,,* 72Z1 

and vrfio, by th» of Po M realized his lofty „pi»lion, , 

yh. — 1 1 1 1 / they received, both 

fTom the father and the son 1 Doubtless^ has read this portion 

,. ! ° ry ’ a " d ; f . llQ ' V,U rea<1 U W as penned by Mosheim, bo 
W ’ 1 thlnk ’ find ’ 3n . theso transactions, no evidence that the Popes 
asserted the independence of the Church ; though the Pop<£ rejoiced 

m the secular donations they obtained ; but abundant evidence of 

unchristian character and great- ill desert. [Seo Moeheim vol. U up 
222-230. Cent, viii.j 1 PP ‘ 


[Bee 


marriage 


imon.l In the faco of alljhistoiy, does Prof. S. ma 
Hoes he not know, that before the Papacy became 


Amazing 
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some of the primitive fathers, aiul particularly Jerome, extolled 
. celibacy, in opposition to Scriptural teaching ; and that tho 1 opes 
soon began to require that bishops and priests should, bo unmarried 
men 1 And afterwards commanded thoso who were -married to put 

away their wives. ... 

He knows the history of Hii-ukbrand, Popo Gregory VII; 

how he- exerted all his usurped power, as “ head Christendom” 

against the marriage of ecclesiastics, and commanded bishops and 

priests to put away their lawful wives. 

To refresh his memory in regard to the chastity of this Popo, 1 

recommenddo tho Professor to repeniso what Afosheim says, [yoI. ii. 

0 

p, 455,] of 

«« Hi* Intimate familiarity with Mathilda, the daughter of the dtike of Tus- 
can*, the meat powerful and opulent princera in that country ? and what vaet 

+ 

pcaraioci and treasures, she at hia persuasion, settled on St. Pktes 

• ^ 

and hia pretended ricar.” 

Especially let him recall to mind the arrogant cruelty of this 
most ambitious Pontiff, towardw Henry of Germany ;■ when ho 
came across the Alps amidst the rigours of a severe winter, February 
1077, and presented himself aa a suppliant, “at the fortress of Can- 
mm, where the sanctimonious pontiff resided at that time with 
the young Mathilda, countess of Tuscany , the most powerful 
patroness of the church, and tho most tender and affectionato of all 

the spiritual daughters of Gregory.” [vol. ii. p. 504.] 

% • 

Here is a specimen of other Popes, to whom Sehaff does not 

blush to ascribe great merit in upholding the, sanctity of marriage l 

% 

# * ' 

•• Development Exposed. 

After the above review of what Prof. S. denominates facts, tho 
concession* by unprejudiced Protestants of whom ho speaks, arc un- 
worthy of any reply. 

• But the development of which he speaks in tho next sentence, 
demands an exposure, on account of its falsehood, and the empliat- 
ical manner in which it is uttered. It is a climax to his pretended 

facta and sophistical reasoning. 

DtvilopmenX iaa new word that has corno into fashionable uw 


A 
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mth many ; and is found neither in Johnson nor in Walks-!- 

if t m 

ment, an unfolding— full exhibition” 1 

% 


According to this definition, development occurs in a flower 

when it expands its leaves, and displays its beauties - but when it 
withers and dies, there is no development 

. JUr ff\° r a t e,om t,am ** “ w i» *. »d 

U» My „„ ^ i, ^ bnt l „ ^ 


When by the grace of God, David was converted, and advanced 
m ^nctrficat'on and a holy life, for many years,* till he obtained 

i ;. emiin<>n . C0 m 1 ° dlvine ,lfe > 10 be an example worthy of all 
1 T ! 7 . W “ a bright d ^elopment of divine grace ; but 

and murder, by which he incurred the penalty of death ; there wZ * 

ndeed an awful development of tho power of indwelling sin, even ' 

m renewed persons, when not restrained by grace, that should keep 

U, all sensible of our constant dependence on spiritual influence, ' 

watchful against temptation, and prayerful for divine aid ; but there 
waa no development of divine grace. - 

Truth can never be developed into falsehood : no/ the pure 

U,0r * ht P Of God, m V4LK 8 CPER 6 TITI 0 X AND Gaoga IDOLAWtY.. 

Even Shaff himself, when, ho speaks of Peter’s ' denying hia 
Lord, and of hia baso dissimulation at Antioch, dares not call thaw 
sinful acts a development, of divine grace. He traces them to a 
very different source. See how ho characterizes them in hia long 
note, beginning with these words, « (. 8 ) If Peter himself, Ac.” (17th 

lino from bottom of page 370.) * 

What Prof. Sehaff denominates “ a development of Christianity 

itsdf,” is, in fact, a development of fallen man’s native depravity"; 

of his enmity against tho true doctrines of the gospel, and against 
tho pure worship of God, 

Hence it was, that professing Christians acted over again the 
part of heathen wise men, and received their punishment. (Rom. i.) 

“ Professing themselves to be- wise they became fools; and 'changed 
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* % 

the glory of the incorruptible God into an imago ™ ad cl ike to cor- 
ruplleL?” (v, 22, 23.) They « changed the truth of God mto 

a lie,” (v. 25.) And even aa they did not like to return God mthe.r 

knowledge, God gave them over to a reprobate mind, [?• 2o.J 

Seen is Popery. 

t 

Now if this exposition of the word develop mm t is correct, then 
to talk Of « the Roman church, however com.pt in many doctrines 
and practices,” as belonging to the historical development of 

Christianity itself; Ac.” is, to talk xoksesse. , 

And thus, Dr. S., a German Professor and historian, who looks 
down upon us Americans, as if wo understood neither theology, nor 
histoiy, talks, and utters his language with undoing assuror^ / 

Hear him: 

m ytar of all these frets— wo cannot poaaibly question, that the Roman 
Chsm*. however corrupt in many doctrine* and practices, belongs to the biator. 
ieal development of Cbriatianity itself, and that it must have also same ground 
even in the Holy Scriptures ! !” See his long note at (he bottom of page 375 

sad top of 376.) ' * 

Shaff’s Concessions. 

^ • 

' All theso unfounded facts to which the learned Doctor refers ; 
and the confident and singular language he utters ; seem designed 
to prepare and smooth the way for concessions ho is about to make ; 
concessions entirely opposite to his language so glorifying to the cor- 
rupt Romish Church, in the Middle Ages, when it was reaching tho 
r ltm«T of iniquity and usurpation ; concessions extorted from 
him by circumstances, and yielded by him with a bad grace. (Sou 
Extract from his Essay in chap. i. pp. 6-7.) 

* W 

Had be, like an honorable man, come forward, and confessed 
his-errors, and not surrounded himself with the inist of unfounded 
facta and sophistical reasoning, we should have regarded his conces- 
now in a very different light from what we do. 


Our limits will not allow us to transcribe the whole of his con-r 
c6«ous, some of which we should not bo willing to accept; for 
’ example, to regard the Romish Church, although so exceedingly 
corrupt in doctrine, lrnd guilty of having exchanged tho pur© wo r- 


43 

0 

heathenish idolatry, as a part of his real church. 

We have room only for tin’s quotation : 

“ From the purely spiritual authority of Peter, a fisherman of Galilee, who 
even when an apostle had no silver or gold, (Acts ill. 6,) who travelled from land 
to land, preaching the gospel, without the least ostentation, accompanied by hia 
wife, (1 Cor. ix. 5.) who humbly called himself a « copreabyter and emphati- 
cally warned his brethren agninst all tyranny over the conscience, and love of 
filthy lucre, (1 Pet. v. 1-3 ;] it is a vast stride to the temporal as well as spirit- 
ual dominion which the later medieval Popes exercised over all the Churches 
and States of western Christendom, distributing crowns and kingdoms, depos- 
ing princes, absolving the subjects from the oaths of allegiance, persecuting all * ' 
dissenters, good and bad, ruling the conscience with the iron rod of despotism, 
and frequently perverting their unlimited power to their own sel&h ends/* fo. 

376, line 19th, from the top.] 

Is this a new discovery of. the learned historian ! Does it ^be- 
long to the historical development of Christianity itself, and afford 

a proof that the- Romish Church has some ground in the Holy 
Scriptures {” 

How different from the language of his unfortunate Essay, by 
Vhich he, as well as Dr. Hcvirf, was teaching the German Reformed 
, Church, and endeavoring to awaken lierto a consciousness of being 
a Melancihonicm Church ; differing both from the Lutheran, on the 
one side, and the Cain rustic Church, on the other.” [See note i. 
P-133] t ‘ 

The reader may cast his eye over what follows the above quota- 
tion, in Schaff’s concessions. But, in regard to wicked Popes, I prefer ' 
reciting the language of Mozheim . [vol. ii. p. 390.] 

. " The history of tho Roman Pontiff’s that lived in century, [k»U] la i h» 
history of so many monsters, and not of men, and exhibits a horrible, terrible 
£erie-a of tho most flagitious, tremendous, nnd complicated crimes, as all writera 

oven those of the Romish communion, ununimwUly confess.” 

♦ 

Did not Dr. 8. .know this as well as what he acknowledges, at 
the close of his note, [p. 376,] in regard to tho reformatory councils 
q! Pisa, Constance, .and Basil, <kc. ? How then could he write 

that most erroneous Essay ! [See my Contrast .] 

» * 

Contradicts Himself. 

jTovj contradictory these acknowledgments to his confident asser- 
tion* in hi* own published Essay ! 

A* 
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How shall this great revolution in his historical views bo ac- 
counted for ! Ho was familiar with Church history •* ho had read 

Mosheim and many German historians. . r 

Were his views really changed 3 Then ho should have confess- 

' od the fact* 

* Is it uncharitable to suppose, he began to discover he had gone 
too &r, in extolling the Romish Church in the Middle or the dark 
Ages; that the American mind would not bear to have darkness 
called light , and wicked Popes honored as doing right-, while usurp- 
ing an unlimited dominion over Church and State, and compelling 
tings and emperors to do them homage, in order to feel secure on 

1 their thrones ? 

Perhaps an individual of great influence accelerated the change, 
hy giving him a gentle hint on the subject ; warning him of the 
consequences of adhering to his plan of representing the Papacy ; 
that the praise was too gross and unfounded; that there were 
Americans acquainted with history as well supfee ; and that he must 

not calculate too much ’on American ignorance# 

Were the Professor near me, I might whisper confidentially in 

hi* e*r, and perhap* correctly, the name of the individual. 


CHAPTER VII. 

# 

Great error underlying hie theory . 

% 

Jn addition to the remarks already made on SchafF’s extended 
note, we add, that what he says in the close of it, (p. $77,) about the 
Church of Rome inheriting “ the prerogatives and gifts of Peter, 
tccP and about his being a type of. one state of the Church, — Paul 
the type of another,— and John, of a third, still more perfect; 
ii all visionary, destitute of any Scriptural authority,— a mere fan- 
ciful theory, indulged without due regard to the supreme authority 
of the inspired word of God. 

* Let the readeT look at the two notes appended to page 238* 
There, as well as in the text, he will see how Schaff approves and 
tadorset ail the writings of Dr. Kevin ; who, by hie strange detasions, 

W l • ♦** 1 " • # 




r 

baa been already led, in heart to Rome; and who, if 'rumor speaks 

truly, will bo there in person, in no distant day ; though hiB friend, 
Dr. S. says, lie cannot do so consistently, 

* ^ on 8 113 he holds his theory of development, which makes room for 

different forma and phases of Christianity in the progressive inarch of the 
Church/* ' 


But if Dr. Ncvin prefers the Roman Catholic phase of the 
Church, what then, Dr. S. ? Can lie not go to Rome, consistently 
according to his and your theory ? And when Dr. feels the 
same preference, what is there in his views of truth and duty, to 
prevent bis going also to his beloved Papacy ? He has been plead- 
ing for it very earnestly and strangely ; first by heaping on the 
Romish Church the most unbounded and unfounded praise ; and, 
then, finding such lavish praise bestowed on her, when in her worst 
and, most cor nipt, state, in the “Middle Ages,” will not suit the 
American taste, retracing and making concessions, with an ill grace ; 
but still pleading for her as a true Church, by artful and sophistical 

reasoning. When such a man shall feel a preference for the Roman 

% 

phase of the Church, what will prevent his identifying himself with 
that apostate Church? 

Now, when I consider all these’things, and his insisting on the 
Romish Church, with all her corruptions in doctrine, her supersti- 
tioua worship, and Pagan idolatry, being “ a development of Christi- 
anity itself I am constrained to believe, that vile and fundamentally 
erroneous dogma of the Romish Church, which exalts tradit^m to 
an authority in determining our faith equal to the authority of the 
word of God, underlies his whole theory, as it does .that of Dr. 

Nevin, in whom it is producing its legitimate effect. 

• * 

Of what avail is the professed belief of the inspiration of the 
Sacred Scriptures, when connected with the belief of such a neutra- 
lizing and impious dogma ? Its ruinious effects are seen in the his- 
tory of the Romish Church, What said our Lord, referring to the 
hypocritical Jews, in the language of E&ai&s ; w In vain do they 
worship me, (caching for doctrines the commandments of men.” 
{Halt. *<v. 7-9.) * ' 
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u Tbs BIBLE, The BIBLE is the religion of Protestants.”- 


Chillingworth. 


TJie writer's Contrast. 


To one otlier note, [as far back ns page 92,] the reader’s atten- 
tion is requested. In that note this great German historian conde- 
scends even to notice the humble performance ot the writer ; and 
to save him from the reproach of ignorance, kindly withholds his 
name, while he sneers at Mosheim and Edgar, on whom the writer 
relied as credible historians in opposition to' the round and false 
assertions of the gTeat Doctor; whose privilege it was to sit at the 
feet of Eeander , as Saul did at the feet of Gamaliel . And he has 
become so wise as to correct his Master. See what he has written 
of Neander and himself, pp. 05, ko.- 

What compassion to conceal my name ! 

But alas ! I appended it to the Contrast ; so that I must bear 


the .reproach in this country, as fir as the Contrast may be known, 
notwithstanding the compassionate attempt of the Professor to con- 
ceal it, on account of my u age and. ecclesiastical connexions” 

But to be serious ; let me tell Dr. S. I am not ashamed of the 
Contrast, humble as the performance is ; and. that he may publish it 
if he choose, even in Germany ; for I feel assured, that every candid 
German would pronounce his unsupported assertions of no weight 


♦ From the character of Prof. 8. and the art apparent in his long note, on 
which I have written my remarks, I felt persuaded this note was not to be found 
In the German edition of his history. After finishing my remarks, and not be- 
fore, I. wrote to Dr. Merick, requesting him to inform me, whether the long 
note, [which I had described by the pages,] was in the German edition of S/a 
history. After examination, he replied, underrate March 14, 1854, describing 

the note, that it was not in the German edition. 

* • 

TTiaa the concessions, which the Doctor, pressed by hard necessity, has so 
angracioualy yielded, concealed from the German Reformed Church. 

And is it not ettriqu*, lhat the recommendations recently published, in the 
Prw&jrferura, for the English edition, are all, with one exception, for the Ger- 
5jwm edition, and to atated at the head of the advertisement ? Had the gentle- 
men who gara tho recommendations 'really examined tho contents of tho 
German edition ? And are they willing to endorse them? 


• 


* 
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° the BCa,es > when weighed against tho historic testimony of Mo»- 
heim, and Edgar, with their authorities. 

Hear how ho himself prais&s Mosheim. [page 74.] ' 

- lie (». e. Cmi. E. Wisemann,) was soon eclipsed, however, by the cele- 

bra.ed JW Lawmkce Vo„ Mosheim, (1755) who holds the first place among 

the Church hutonans generally of the last century, and has acquired the honor- 
able title of father of church hiotory.” 

And on page 73 ho writes thus : 

-Thegreatefrortnowiatodoj^tice.to all parties; and tfer’e mnet cer- 

teinly be admitted, in the. wotka of a Mosheim, a Schrpckh, and a Walch, an 
impartiality , which belongs to neither of the preceding schools. 

Concluding Remarks. 

• • 

• • 

Corrupt in doctrine and idolatrous in worship as the Roman 
Church is, Dr. S. is by no means willing to admit her to U charac- 
terized, in 1 Tliess. ii. 2-12, by the falling away or “the apostasy” 
and u that man of sin, tho son of perdition; who opposeth and exalt- 
cth himself abovo all that is called God, or that is worshipped ; so 
that he sitteth in the temple of God, shewing himself that he is God!” 
(vs. 3, 4.) Nor by that wicked, or Lawless One; (v. 8.) nor by 
Anh- Christ predicted in sundry places to appear “in the last time.” 

, (1 John ii. 18,) * 

No wonder ; for his eves are dimhed by his lovo of the Papacy 

of her magnificent Cathedrals and splendid buildings,— of her 
chamringpoets and great painters ; all animated by motives from 
above. And yet he has attempted to prove, that Peter wrote his 
first epistle from Home, though he styles Rome Babylon, just as 
John 'does in the Apocalypse. See pp. 363, 364 where ho reasons 
on the subject, and tries to meet objections. 

But others whose^eW^^H'O not beclouded by love for an apostate 
Church ; that Anti- Christ thalrwas to come into the world in the 
last timo ; can see what inspiration has imprinted on her forehead, in 
uch large and legible characters : “MYSTERY, BABYLON THE 
GREAT, THE MOTHER OF HARLOTS AND ABOMINA- 
TIONS OF THE EARTH ” (Rev. xvii. 5.) 

And they can hear heaven’s warning voice; “ Come out of her 
my people, that ye be not partakers of her sins, and that ye receive 
not of her plagues.” (Rev, xviii. 4.) 
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• ' That th« Papacy or Church' of Home, ia designated by the pre- 

dictions referred to has been proved by Protestants again and ag^ 

In this pamphlet it cannot bo expected, I should even name tho 
. writers, much less that I' should go into an argument on the subject. 

I shall only say, I have bn my table a copy of a ^on delivered 
before the Synod of tix German Reformed Church, m Philadelphia, 
October IS, 1853; rc F ated in tire Salem Churchy Harrisburg, 
Pa. by Rev. John F. Mes.ck, D. D. Published by request The 

subject, “ The Papacy, the Anti-Christ. Text, 2 Thess. n. 3, 4 
Had Prof. S. been present at bis Synod, and his ear open to 

hear tho truth, conviction might hnvo reached Ins heart. 

The Romish Church, the Papacy is no part of the visible 

Church of Christ ; and I will tell Prof. S. and others the reasons on 
. ■which my belief is founded. 

The chief reason is this ; FroiMlio beginning of he? existence, 
in the seventh century, the Papacy has been tyrannical , perstculrny, 
and idolatrous ; and became more and more so : till she lias become . 

apostate; a synagogue of Satan , Anti-Christ . 

T3ut have no pious individuals been found in tlie Romish Church ? 
In the course of past ages, many. Now, alas! how few ! since the 
warning voice of God has, for a long time, been calling them to 

. come out of her. 

The few that may still be found in that vast body, of error, sin, 
and pollution, spread over a great portion of Europe, anddn other 
parts of the world, can no more change its true and odious charac- 
ter, so as to render it a part of Christ’s visible Church \ than a few 
particles of Balt sprinkled over an immense mass of putrid matter, 
’ could save it from putrifaction ; no more than rain falling on the 
’ mountains, can fertilize the great Sahara desert of Africa. 


•Appended to thi* sermon ia a note, covering, in small type, more than half 
a -page ; designed by quotations from Dr- Kevin’s publications, in the Weekly 
Messenger, Nov, 25, 1840, to prove, that his views in that year were Protestant 
and Anti-Popery, in a high degree. To satisfy the reader of this, it will be 

effici ent to transcribe only two lines and one word. 

“ Popery, ecy* Dr. N. is at war wkh our government. If true to iteelf, it 

otsgji* not to bo truitod ia the midst of our liberties and rights. If tnto to itself, 

• it moat be faloe to the freedom for which our fathers blech” p. 4. 

• $ 
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The doom of the Papacy is recorded in Scripture ; and no hope 
x>f salvation is held out to her. 

Ono righteous man, Lot, could not, [though ten would,] save 

Sodom and Gomorrah from destruction, by a fiery tempest from 
heaven. 

When Israel was cast out of God’s sight* a promise of mercy 
was left on record. FSco Hosea xivl Wlmn t^ q 


face 


promises oi mercy, and predictions of their conversion and restora- 
tion to Palestine, were found botirin the Old -and in the New 
Testament* • . 

. In the Apocalypse the vile and hateful character of the Papacy 
is drawn by the pen of inspiration ; but not one promise of mercy 
to her is to he foimd in any part of that Sacred book. * 1 

The- Roman Hierarchy is the “ woman whom John saw sitting on 
a scarlet colored beast, full of names of blasphemy,-— having seven 
heads and ten horns” (Rev. xvii. 4, 8.) 

The mystery at which the prophet marvelled was explained by 

tho angel, (vs. 7-18.) Tho doom of tho woman is denounced. — 

• ^ 

flie ten horns of tho beast, or the ten kings that gave their power 
to the beast* on which sho sat in majesty, will eventually hate the 
whore, and make her desolate and naked, eat her flesh, and burn her 
with tire. (v. 16. • 

The triple prown must be tom from the Pope’s head ; and this 
pretended vicar of Christ, who is worshipped as God, must 1>8 pros- 


“ From that singular sermon, preachedby br. N., and printed in connexion 
with Prof. Schaff's Essay, in 1845, it is evident that be was already infected 
with the poison of Popery ; (p. 197,) although he could not go with hie teach- 
er, so far-as to believe the Pope was not Anti-Christ ; for he expressly says : 
(p. 20-1 at the bottom.) " We do not suppose that the visible unity of the 
Church demands a single visible head, like the Pope of Rome, who io justly 
styled tho Anti-Christ, for this very " pretension.” To have agreed with his 
teacher entirely, in so short a time, would have been too rapid a change, and 
would have excited too much surprise. 

At hist, however. Dr. N. outstrip! hia teacher in the race to Rome ; tks 
proper home of both. 

5 Sec 11 Hope for the Jews,” by the ciuhor. 
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Ml in u>. «. *. ** *»i >'» ““ rf* 7? *• c ”‘ 

mto « lake of fire burning witli bnm.lone. cbap. xnr. 20.) 

The (rreat city must be divided into three parts and the chic. 

Of tie SSI &n 1 and goeat Babylon m* dnnk of tl» onp of 

(hi wino of tbo deroeni- of Ood’» cb *l>- 10 \ , A ” f , “ 

*11 not occur till tbo »™*b angel .1*11 fo« «* 1» 

“pi^,;«b.^™ «- 1 1 ’ 9 rigbteona judg- 

”” TOupitgu* ISM «»• *» “ tie Romi«h Ctoch, dc.ignatol 

the eaJ^lre described. [Chap, rri.] . Five of the vials of the 
wrath of God,” have been poured out, or are pouring out. e 
teh may have commenced, its work on the great nyer Euphrates, 
and the way for the kings of the east, or from the rising of the sun, 

may be preparing. See vs. 2-17. 

Sbme of our children may live to witness what is indicated in 
vs. 13, 14, but not the pouring out of the seventh vial, when the 

mystery of iniquity will speedily come to an end. _ , 

Should God be pleased to prolong his lifo and continue his in- 


tellectual powers, the public may hear again from the writer, on this 
interesting subject; interesting, because it relates to prospects betore 
' the church and the world, as held up to view in God’s inspired word 

• • i c 0 . 

of prophecy.* - • ■_ 


; **Tbe reader is requested, to observe and remember* tlmt tins Antidote 19 

entirely independent of the review of Dr. S.’s history in the J anuary number of 
the B. R. & P. Review. That Periodical did not come into my hand, till Jan- 
uary 31st. Marking the time on the cover, I laid it down with the purpose 
• - not to read the review, until my pamphlet was completed. In accordance with . 
this purpose, I did not begin the perusal till March 13th., when one form of eight 
pages had been printed off, and anotheqwas ready for the same operation. 

Both reviewt drt entirely independent of each other . 

April lsk, 1864. 

• v 

P. 8. Should another edition of this pamphlet be called tor, the 
author will enlarge it, by publishing, in connexion with it, some of 
ScbafTfl notes ; and thus save the trouble of referring to his bulky 
volume of 678 pages, and the expense of purchase, to those who do 

not>iflh to possess it. J. J. 
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From the Albany Argus, March 23) 1854. 

FOR SALS AT SEVERAL BOOKSTORES. 

“HOPS FOR THE JEWS.” 

By J. J. Jane way, D. D. 

* % 

Tho venerable Dr. Janeway, now bordering upon eighty years of 
age, has in this little volume discussed a great subject, with great 
caro and ability. lie maintains that the Jews aro not only to bo 
converted to tho Christian faith, but to return to the land of their 
fathers, and to bo re-organized in a distinct, national capacity ! The 
work shows a familiar aiid profound acquaintance with propheev ; 
and is so clear, consecutive and earnest, that it cannot fail* to be read 
very extensively and with great profit. It is surely the production’ 
of a mind whoso faculties have not yet begun to wane. ’ W. 

ft 

■ 

t 
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From the Christian Intelligencer, March 30, 1854. 

* 14 HOPE FOR THE JEWS.” By J. J. Janeway, D. D. A12mo. 
volume of nearly 250 pages. Published by J. Terhune & Son,- 
New-Brunswick, N. J. • - 

Some time since we referred to an ingenious little work of tho 
Iier. Mr. Williamson, of Chester, N. J., thojeading object of which 
was to show that tho Jews as a distinct people are cast off^ and no 
more to expect a national existence. 

I 11 the work before us, tho venerable Dr. Janeway, in a spirit of 
'deep earnestness, and with sound research, controverts, as we believe 
with entire success, Mr. Williamson's theory, Ho at the samo time, 

> takes occasion to go into an amplo discussion of the covenant rela- 
tion, actual condition, and future prospects of the Jewish peo pie. 
The object of Dr. Jane way’s work is to prove tho perpetuity of, tho 
Ah rah ami c covenant, and that the Jews will yet bo converted to tho 
faith of Christ, and settled and re-organized as a nation in tbo land 
of Palestine. The subject is practical in its bearing, and tho dis- 
cussion of it is lucid, able, and interesting, and such as will well 
repay a careful perusal, - E. 
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